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WD72256 Bates County, Missouri 
 
Before Division Two Judges:  Karen King Mitchell, P.J., Joseph M. Ellis and Victor C. 
Howard, JJ. 
 

Teri Goltz appeals from a judgment entered in the Circuit Court of Bates County 
awarding Goltz $11,000.00 in an action filed by her against Samuel Masten for 
damages resulting from an automobile accident.   
 
AFFIRMED. 
 
Division Two holds: 
 

(1) Where Goltz’s objection to a question posed by Masten’s attorney was 
sustained and the jury was instructed to disregard, Goltz failed to preserve 
her claim that the trial court should have granted a mistrial by failing to 
request such relief. 

(2) Any prejudice sustained by Goltz as a result of the submission of a 
comparative fault instruction manifested itself in the jury’s apportionment 
of fault, and the trial court remedied any such prejudice by assigning 
100% fault to Masten in its final judgment. 

(3) Since Goltz’s first claim of error was not preserved for appellate review 
and her second claim of error failed to establish any prejudice, there has 
been no showing of prejudice resulting from any of the trial court's rulings, 
and, accordingly, there were no cumulative errors upon which to grant a 
new trial. 
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